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live up to existing trade obligations 
undermine the case some make for an 
extension of trade preferences. I would 
also expect all four Andean beneficiary 
countries to actively support efforts to 
conclude an ambitious agreement in 
the Doha Development Round negotia-
tions of the World Trade Organization. 
Finally, I will continue to assess our 
respective bilateral relations on a po-
litical level, as well as monitor the sta-
tus of protections extended to civic 
freedoms such as freedom of the press. 

In closing, I want to make clear that 
I am very much interested in strength-
ening our relations with each of the 
four Andean beneficiary countries. But 
it takes cooperation on all sides to 
make that happen. Colombia and Peru 
have certainly demonstrated a recip-
rocal interest in stronger relations. I 
hope to see a similar demonstration on 
the part of Ecuador and Bolivia in the 
months to come with actions that are 
commensurate with words. I am also 
going to call upon the administration 
to review conditions in Ecuador and 
Bolivia in order to help me evaluate 
the concerns that I have identified and 
determine whether changes are war-
ranted if the program is to be extended 
beyond the end of this year. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise 
today regarding the extension of the 
Andean Trade Preference Act, ATPA. 
This program, which has been in place 
for approaching two decades, has 
broadened economic opportunities in 
Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru 
as an alternative to illegal drug pro-
duction and trafficking. With the cur-
rent extension of this program expiring 
tomorrow, it is important that Con-
gress is acting this week to extend the 
program for an additional 10 months. 
The extension should allow necessary 
time for passage of the U.S.-Colombia 
FTA, implementation of the Peru FTA, 
and continued commerce for Andean 
producers and U.S. consumers and im-
porters. 

However, this extension does not 
minimize the continued need for the 
timely advancement of the U.S.-Colom-
bia Free Trade Agreement, FTA, which 
would deepen our two nation’s impor-
tant relationship, broaden market op-
portunities for U.S. producers and com-
panies, and provide longer term cer-
tainty for Colombian exporters and 
workers that short-term ATPA exten-
sions do not provide. We must do all 
that we can to maintain and improve 
our Nation’s global competitiveness 
and relations throughout the world, 
and the U.S.-Colombia FTA is a much 
needed step in the right direction for 
providing economic opportunities for 
Americans through reciprocal trade 
treatment for U.S. products. For exam-
ple, the U.S.-Colombia FTA would pro-
vide immediate duty-free access for 
fresh potatoes and almost all processed 
potatoes. Currently, Colombia’s WTO 
tariff bindings on potatoes and potato 
products range from 70 to 102 percent 
and applied tariff rates range from 5 to 
20 percent. This is just one example of 

the areas where the U.S. stands to gain 
improved access into one of the re-
gion’s fastest growing markets through 
this agreement. 

Additionally, as with all trade pref-
erences and agreements, the require-
ments must be fully enforced. The U.S. 
is providing special trade preferences 
to these countries through this pro-
gram, and with that comes a responsi-
bility to comply with the standards 
and obligations set forth in ATPA. Our 
ATPA partner countries must treat 
U.S. investors consistently with cur-
rent ATPA eligibility. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the bill be read 
three times and passed, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table with 
no intervening action or debate, and 
any statements related to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is on the third reading 
and passage of the bill. 

The bill (H.R. 5264) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR THE CONTINUED 
MINTING AND ISSUANCE OF CER-
TAIN $1 COINS IN 2008 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Banking Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of H.R. 5478 and the Senate 
proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 5478) to provide for the contin-

ued minting and issuance of certain $1 coins 
in 2008. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read a 
third time and passed, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with 
no intervening action or debate; and 
that any statements relating to this 
matter be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 5478) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

EXPANDING PASSENGER FACILITY 
FEE ELIGIBILITY 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Commerce 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. 996 and the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 996) to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to expand passenger facility fee 

eligibility for certain noise compatibility 
projects. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate, and any statements related to the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 996) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 996 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXPANDED PASSENGER FACILITY 

FEE ELIGIBILITY FOR NOISE COM-
PATIBILITY PROJECTS. 

Section 40117(b) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(7) NOISE MITIGATION FOR CERTAIN 
SCHOOLS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the uses 
specified in paragraphs (1), (4), and (6), the 
Secretary may authorize a passenger facility 
fee imposed under paragraph (1) or (4) at a 
large hub airport that is the subject of an 
amended judgment and final order in con-
demnation filed on January 7, 1980, by the 
Superior Court of the State of California for 
the county of Los Angeles, to be used for a 
project to carry out noise mitigation for a 
building, or for the replacement of a 
relocatable building with a permanent build-
ing, in the noise impacted area surrounding 
the airport at which such building is used 
primarily for educational purposes, notwith-
standing the air easement granted or any 
terms to the contrary in such judgment and 
final order, if— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary determines that the 
building is adversely affected by airport 
noise; 

‘‘(ii) the building is owned or chartered by 
the school district that was the plaintiff in 
case number 986,442 or 986,446, which was re-
solved by such judgment and final order; 

‘‘(iii) the project is for a school identified 
in 1 of the settlement agreements effective 
February 16, 2005, between the airport and 
each of the school districts; 

‘‘(iv) in the case of a project to replace a 
relocatable building with a permanent build-
ing, the eligible project costs are limited to 
the actual structural construction costs nec-
essary to mitigate aircraft noise in instruc-
tional classrooms to an interior noise level 
meeting current standards of the Federal 
Aviation Administration; and 

‘‘(v) the project otherwise meets the re-
quirements of this section for authorization 
of a passenger facility fee. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE PROJECT COSTS.—In subpara-
graph (A)(iv), the term ‘eligible project 
costs’ means the difference between the cost 
of standard school construction and the cost 
of construction necessary to mitigate class-
room noise to the standards of the Federal 
Aviation Administration.’’. 

f 

STAR PRINT—S. 22 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that S. 22 be star 
printed with the changes at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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